
Erik Engbrecht 
121 S. Fremont Ave 
Apt 507 
Baltimore, MD 21201 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th s m  Nw 
Washmgtoq D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael IC Powell: 

Thousands of American collsutners have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoptlon of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

AdorXing the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Feded Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role. It IS not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating system 
that consumers must use. in order to'watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

A d d i t l d y ,  adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tmkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and COnsMnt 
innovation is what m a k e s  open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
&ators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
communications e q u e s  used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television progamming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch W ,  c o m m r s  will be. less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Erik Engbreht 
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Julie Mayberry 
2829 Sterling Park Drive 
Raleigh. NC 2603 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th suee& Nw 
Wadmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

Hi there, 

I am a professor of Communication at NC State University and Mered~th College in Raleigh North Carolina. 
Since I began t e a c h ,  I have  found that video clips from movies and television are VERY efFective teaching 
tools. When I teach a concept, like conflict resolution, I can talk about it for days and days, but this is Mt as 
effective as talking about it for half an hour, and then showing a video clip from a television show that many 
students watch Since conflict is a standard device used in both drama and comedy, I can find compelling 
examples of class concepts for my students to study. When they have heard about a concept and then see it 
acted out right in kont of them they not only learn and understand it better, but also the information is 
retained and they are more likely to use it. Many snulmts are reluctant to act out role plays in kont of their 
classmates. so watching a video is a very useful tool in portraying these concepts. I believe that one of the 
most important things about the communication theoriedconcepts I teach is that they are noticeable all around 
us in our everyday lives, and nothing illustrates this better than clips k m  TV shows that students already 
watch on a day to day basis. I have even managed to fmd a Simpson's episode that shows a small group's 
reaction to powerforcing techniques that I use on my final exam. 

If you saw my annual salary, you would laugh I cannot afford (nor can my depamnent with all our budget 
cuts)to buy expensive video tapes depicting these concepts. and oflen the video tapes available for purchase 
are outdated. stilted, and anificial-sounding. Please don't limit my ability to use what is good and fire and 
sitting right there. 

Thank you 

Julie Mayberry 

Sincerely, 

Julie Mayberry 
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Luke Stcdola 
225 NRH 
Rochester. NY 14623 

Chairman Mchael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washugton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Mchael K Powell: 

Thousands of American comulws have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am witinp to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Cowl" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating system 
that c o n s m r s  must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Add~tionally, adopuon of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software Their conaibutions and constant 
innovauon is what makes open-source s o h a r e  able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television becanu: digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, consmrs will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Luke stcdola 
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James Franklin 
15926 Buffalo Creek 
Frisco. TX 75035 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a urn of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Conml" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating system 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcaa flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MF'AA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demdulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television m i t i o n  by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sicerel y, 

James Franklin 
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Monday, October 27 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

This is a terrible idea. When the average person tries to record something and gets an error 
they are going to be PISSED!! The people who you are trying to  stop f rom pirating will easily 
find get-arounds and other methods. This will only hurt  the  lV viewers who PAID FOR THEIR 
lV, RECORDER, AND CONTENT!! 

Sincerely, 

Chris Taraon 
301 N. Reuter Dr. 
Arlington Heights, IL  60005 



Jennifer Rike 
1510 Snatford Dr 
Mansfield Tx 76063 

C h a m  Michael K Powell 
Federal Comun~cations Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear chairman Michael K Powell: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of eleetromcs and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulauon would restrict the way I eqoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest It will prevent me from watching digital 
broadcast television m the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room-toioom and place-tcrplace. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
s o h  on a plane or train. or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and fiends. 

Furthempre, if computers cannot &ly rexive digital television. how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovauve devices k e  TiVo. ReplayTV and the Wmdows Medm Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, oE-the-shelf computer parts. 

Libranans may make archval copies. This is perfectly legal under cment copyright. W e  it would sUll be 
legal this broadcast flag would make it very difficult if not impossible to do in the world of dgital technology. 

Educators and libmians may need m r e  insight into copyright, but that is an issue of education. Restriction 
does not educate it merely penalizes many for a few. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience mre enjoyable, flexible, and 
excitmg, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A pretuer 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current c m m r  electromcs and computer 
equpmnt. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promte the dignatal television 
m i t i o n  by opposing adoptlon of tbe broadcast flag. 

Smcerely, 

Jennifer Rike 
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Monday, October 27 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, Dc 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear C h r m a n  Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digtal television tmslhon relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if swtching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new hgh-resolution 
display% and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
h4PAA and its allies to hrider the transihon by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, 1 am very concerned about the far-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipent of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small pece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my chld's foothall game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's a m e n t .  The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility t h t  I enjoy 

If the move to digtal television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flemble, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Douglas Murray 
1348 West Orange Grove Avenue 
Pomona, CA 91768 



Tom Poe 
241 Crampton 
Reno, NV 89502 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Commun~cations Comnussion 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear C h a i m  Michael K Powell. 

Thousands of American consmrs bave already expressed their opposition m the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive diBtal television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadwa flag will make the FCY: stand for "Feckal Computer Connol" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that cons-rs must use in order to watch dgifal television broadcast on their computem. 

Additionally. adopaon of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer progmnuners and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their conuibutiom and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
mDdulators and demodulators, preventing opensource progwnmers from innovating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television bewme dgital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programrmng, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able m watch TV, c o m m r s  will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adopuon ofdigital television in additlon to m h l g  it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promte the digital television uansiuon by opposlng adopuon of the broadcast flag. 

The last tlrne I checked. govemxnt officials were pad by taxpayer dollars. Some would &en the situation at 
hand. as one between the boss (that's the taxpayer) and the employee (that's you). I u n d e r d  that you, as an 
employee, have suggested that these peutions are really memorials, and that we should endeavor m let you 
know we do or do not want the broadcast flag not by sending you a yedm decision via petitio4 but by 
memriahzlng our feelings about the issue. 

I just cannot believe the a r ropce  of you folks. Who do you think you are? You are intunately 6miliar with 
the BPDG discussions. the report that included the fol lowq comment. 

"A proposal was later made by Phllips and a small number of collsumer 

elwtromcs compmes that. for a lmted number of years (mended to 

capture the reasonable life of legacy DVD players). in-the-clear 

recordings of Unscreened Content and hkrked Content could be made 
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using standard definition DVD recorders. Motion picture compmes 

opposed such a "grandfather" provision, m e r  alia. because tens of 

mllions of legacy DVDROM drives would re- capable of unauthorized 

redistribution of such content when played back. mcluding over the 

Internet." July, 2002 &aft Report 

Further. you have been apprised of this handy little comment u1 the Draft Report to Congress: 

Foomote 12. 

" 12. One BPDG participant asked that "unauthorized 

redistribution" should 

be agreed not m include any rediselbution that would be deemed "f&r 

use" of content that a consumer legiumately acquires. Several BPDG 

participants observed that although the requirements would not unpinge 

upon copying of timeshift recordings, current content protection 

technologies mevitably cannot aocommodate all mtances where 

redistribution of DTV content (e.g., the renansmission of program 

clips for educatronal purposes) mght be fair use. Other participants 

noted that debate or comment on application of fa r  use principles was 

outside the scope of the BPDG. Some parucipants M t d  that, although 

such fau use purposes might be rnet today by convemng the signals to 

analog and then back to digital form. it was thelr hope and 

expectauon that future, more sophsticated systems that implement 

broadcast protection may better accommodate such fair uses." 

"4. I2 Both proposals for section X2 of the Compliance 

and Robustness Requrements anticipate that an appropriate provision 

will be crafted so as to exempt the requirrnrents &om applying to 

products that are specifically intended for professional and broadcast 
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use (e+, equipment used by studios, TV broadcastem. satellite and 

cable cperators).” 

Now, in the face of those jerks drawing up the BPDG Repon for Congress. without Public inpur, stating that 
they want Hollywood audios exempt, and the other blatant disregard for the consequences associated with 
implernentlng the Broadcast Flag in a county that has chosen Democracy as its’ governmental form, who are 
you. to continue to force the Broadcast Flag down the h a s  of the citizens of this mumy. 

I am ashamed to be associated with you. by virtue of my being a citizen History will certainly have a field 
day with your reputations. 

sincerely. 

Tom Poe 
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Monday, October 27 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the  benefits of switching to  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another devlce In m y  living room. Please do not 
allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose D l V  
devices that are more expensive and lessvaluable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very concerned about the  fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email clip of m y  child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a 
lV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the  public's viewing experience more 
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new 
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense with a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by opposing the  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Joshua McConaha 
5325 Westbard Ave. 
Bethesda, MD 20816 



Monday, October 27 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

AS a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expenslve and less valuable. 

In addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -~ I can modify. create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie. send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative. or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely. 

Michael Faulkner 
2432 Lexington st 
Lafayette, CO 80026 
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Monday, October 27 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers o f  the  benefits of switching to  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and flnding room for yet another device in m y  living room. Please do not 
allow the  MPAA and its allies to hinder the  transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices that are more expensive and lessvaluable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the  fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I c a n  recordTV to watch later; clip a small piece o f T V  and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email clip of m y  child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed to remove this control and flexibility that  I enjoy. 

If the  move to  digital television does not make the  public'sviewing experience more 
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new 
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense with a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Doug Van Cleve 
1 5 1 1  W. Bartlett Way 
Chandler, AZ 85248 
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Monday, October 27 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast televlsion, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the  benefits o f  switching to  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in m y  living room. Please do not 
allow the  MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices that are more expensive and lessvaluable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email clip of m y  child's football game to a distant relative; or record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the  move to  digital television does not make the public'sviewing experience more 
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new 
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me  t o  dispense with al l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by opposing the  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

George Powers 
21968 Gillette Drive 
Los Gatos, CA 95033 



Monday, October 27 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the  way I enjoy television. The large 
media companies already have too much control - they don't need even more. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of t he  benefits o f  switching to  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to m e  as a 
consumer if swltchlng doesn't mean discarding m y  existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in m y  living room. Pleasedo not 
allow the  MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose D N  
devlces that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I a m  very concerned about the  fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I c a n  modify, create, 
and partlcipate. I can record N t o  watch later; clip a small piece o f  lV and splice i t  into a 
home movie; send an email clip of m y  child's football game to a distant relative; or record a 
lV program onto a DVD and play it at m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed to remove this control and flexlbility that I enjoy. 

If the  move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more 
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new 
digital equipment? A prettier N picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with al l  my 
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Anthony Meadow 
30 Pine Hills Court 
Oakland, CA 9461 1 



October 27, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K PWII 
Federal Comrnunlmtlons Commlnnlon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposnlon to any FCCmandsted ndoptlon ol"broadcastflag" technology for dlgltal blevlolon AS a 
conoumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innomtlon. consumer rlghm, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, c o m p e t m  market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to l n n m b  for thelr 
customeo Allowlng mwle studlos to veto (eatureo of DN-receptlon equlpment wlII enable the studloo to tell technolnglotS 
what new products they can creall Thls wlll result In product9 that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually m n t .  and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnterlorfunalonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll net pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollymod Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgRal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Daniel Henry Sanler 
9 Warren Drlve 
snn Francloco, CA 94131 
USA 



To Page 1 o f 1  200%1027 20 R:48 (GMT) \ 
Monday, October 27 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digtal television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if  switching 
doesn't mean discardlng my existing home network, buying new high-resolution dlsplays, and flnding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose D l V  devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record N to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a N program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current mnsumer electronics and computer 
equipment, As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Leslie E Byers 
Rt  1 Box 13 
Walker, WV 26180 



Monday, October 27 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumen of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wi l l  be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my exlsting home network, by lng  new high-resolution dlsplays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose D N  dences that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content .. I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my chllds football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the mwe to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enloyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast telension, I urge you to promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Stoner 
PO Box 26 
Taftsville. VT 05073 



Monday, October 27 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restnct the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wi l l  be far more palatable to  me as a consumer i f  switching 
doesn't mean dlscardlng my exlsting home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and flndlng room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy speoal-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice i t  into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play It a t  my 
fnend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronlcs and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Kenneth Burton 
575 Murray Blvd 
Salt Lake City, UT 84123 
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Monday, October 27 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of  switching to and buying 
digital televlsion equipment. That transition wi l l  be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and flnding room 
for yet another device in  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpcse DTV devlces that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content .. I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my childs football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier N 
picture is  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a atizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

John Chiasson 
200 Freedom Lane 
Pensacola, FL 32507 
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Monday, October 27 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television. electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag ' I  I am gravely concerne 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

thi 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays. and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify. create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enloy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible, and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Scott Larsen 
61 9 Westridge Rd 
Joliet. IL 60431 



To Page 1 d l  -142720 10 IO(GMT) \ 
Monday, October 27 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washngton, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell. 

As a consumer of broadcast telension, electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Commurucahons Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television today and into the future. 

I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's current HD and SD 
broadcast technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an 
email clip of my chld's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at 
my fmends apartment. The broadcast flag will remove this conbol and flexibility that I currently enjoy and 
deserve. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compellrng reason do will consumers have to buy new dgital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all current consumer electronics and computer 
eqmpment, especially d I lose timeshifting and content edihng ability at the same time. 

As a cituen and consumer of broadcast television, 1 urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing 
the broadcast flag. 

Respectfully, 

Pahick J. Conley Elkhorn, WI 

Sincerely, 

Patrick J. Conley 
W5648 Canary Rd 
Elkhorn, WI 53121 



\ To Pagel o i l  2002-1D27 20 08 18 IGMT) 

Monday, October 27 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Sweef NW 
Washington, E€ 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear C h r m a n  Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Commumcabons Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying dgital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new hgh-resolution 
displays, and findmg room for yet another device in my living rcom Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hnder the transibon by malang us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am veryconcerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can mod@, create, and 
parhcipate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my fnend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does mt make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexlble, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equpment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the mgital transition by opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

HerbFrietsch 
70-29 64th Place 
hdgewood, NY 11385 





Monday, October 27 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Cherman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, elecbonics, and computer produck, I urge the Federal 
Cammumcations Commursion to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast tlag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transltlon will be far more palatable io me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existmg home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and fmding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the M P M  and its allies to hinder the transibon 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadeast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of l7' and sphw it into a home movie; send an email chp of my 
chdds football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment. The broadeast flag s e e m  designed io remove this control and flenblhty that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the pubhc's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciling, what compelling reason do I have as  a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the dgital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Smcerely, 

Gordon Sell 
63 Main St 
Flemmgton, N J  08822 


